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SUMMARY OF MEETING: The Fire Council meeting was called to order by James
Beyreis, Vice President, UL. Mr. Beyreis announced that the meeting was an open meeting,
open to the public.

The agenda is attached. Almost all agenda items were suggested by individual
Council members. The order of presentations was somewhat adjusted from the order in the
agenda. In each case, a short presentation was made by the appropriate UL staff member, to
address the interest of the Fire Council. This log will address only selected agenda items:
UL will publish a complete report later.

The topic of Central Sprinkler Company was presented by Kerry Bell. He provided
background on the Omega sprinkler head issue, discussing safety concerns, models, field
sample testing, actions, retrofit kit, and a summary. Tests have indicated that the operating
pressure in some heads has exceeded the available system pressure. UL attributes this
behavior to heads containing an "EPDM" O-ring component. Central has replaced the
EPDM O-ring with a silicone component. Actions include a July 1996 UL bulletin
requesting input, several UL News Releases, field sample testing, a revision to the UL 199
Standard with a new exposure test, Central working with owners and contractors, and the



CPSC's Administrative Complaint seeking a product recall. Mr. Bell noted that the Central
retrofit kit, a spring device, is currently not being made available by Central, since the
Authorities Having Jurisdiction have not been accepting this "fix." There was active
questioning of Mr. Bell,

Paul Patty discussed smoke alarms. Several Fire Council members questioned the
appropriateness of the current UL Standard's smoldering fire test. Mr. Beyreis stated that
UL will take a serious lock at this test, as an action item. Mr. Hoebel, during this
discussion, informed the Council that CPSC was considering the possibility of a research
project in 2000 to evaluate the relative performance of different types of alarms when
subjected to real fires of different types. UL and others expressed support for this concept.
During a discussion of the relative merits of ionization and photoelectric alarms, Mr. Fleming
noted how difficult it is to comply with any requirement to install photoelectric alarms: they
are difficult to obtain. The idea of a separate UL listing for detectors for installation in
locations susceptible to nuisance alarms was raised. Mr. Roberts expressed support for this
idea, stating that market forces would then insure availability. He noted that North Carolina
now requires photoelectric detectors in sleeping occupancies.

A standard for multi-sensor fire/smoke detectors is being developed by the
International Organization for Standardization (ISO). UL is a corresponding member of this
activity. UL would consider incorporating the output from this activity into their UL 268
standard, but there is little available yet. UL has listed some combination ion/photo/heat
devices.

Mr. Patty also discussed the status of carbon monoxide alarms. UL has Jjust finished
incorporating additional revisions into their standard. One Fire Council question concerned
the CO sensor life. UL responded that this was a function of the type of sensor, and could
range from about three years for one type to 7-10 years for another.

UL presented a videotape of their Fire Department operation.

The subject of fire extinguishers was covered by Bill Kerry of UL. CPSC had raised
the question of UL's policy of using experts to conduct extinguisher approval testing, and
whether expert testers were appropriate to evaluate the performance of extinguishers when
used by consumers. UL uses experienced laboratory testers for reasons of consistency of
results. However, they build into their test protocol a margin to cover the differences in
tester ability between experts and novices.

CPSC also suggested the possibility of applying a cooking oil extinguisher test. UL
did develop such a test and classification, "Class K," for comnmercial cooking equipment.
They would be willing to develop a classification for a special purpose home product for use
in residential kitchens.



Mr. Kerry also addressed fire blankets. In the past, UL has had occasional submittals
for testing. However, they now decline to investigate these products, because they believe
that testing of them creates safety concerns to the tester in the laboratory. UL asked that Fire
Council members provide separate comments to them as to whether UL should investigate
fire blankets.

Mr. Litchfield showed a videotape of the new Phoenix sports complex, featuring the
safety systems.

George Fechtmann of UL described the status of their plastic appliance enclosure
efforts. An ad hoc committee has been formed to work with UL, and they are applying a
hazard based safety approach. They hope to develop proposals to their UL 746C standard by
October 14, when an Industry Advisory Conference is scheduled. A Fire Council member
wondered about a correlation between the UL 94 tests used for these products versus more
fundamental fire tests such as the cone calorimeter. Dr. P. Gandhi (of UL) responded that
there was not a good correlation, as they are different kinds of tests.

UL's Don Grob described the CPSC project on rangetop fires. The question raised
was whether UL would respond to the CPSC research by proposing appropriate modifications
to the UL standard on electric ranges. Mr. Grob replied, "Yes, when the project is
finished.” At that time, they would appoint an ad hoc committee, including representatives
of the sensor and range industries, to consider this issue.

The UL activities concerning halogen torchiere lamps was presented by Tom Wholen.
Further revisions to the UL Standard will be adopted the next week, including a reaffirmation
of the maximum 300 watt requirement, different draping test based on CPSC and UL work, a
specific guard requirement, a more rigorous tipover test, and product marking. Dr. Zalosh
asked about the hazard of the halogen lamp (buib) fracturing. Mr. Wholen described the
quartz guard around the bulb. UL would like to test and list bulbs, but no manufacturer has
submitted any for listing.

Mark Leimbeck covered the countertop cooking appliance subject for UL, He
described issues relating to coffec makers, toaster ovens/broilers, automatic toasters, and
deep fat fryers.

The Fire Council meeting coincided with the UL Annual Meeting. UL announced a
major corporate reorganization at this time.
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